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10/16/2003 


ART UNIT: 2875 
EXAMINER: ANABEL M. TON 


ILLUMINATED ACRYLIC FLASHLIGHT AND TOOL CHEST LIGHT UTILTtY 
LIGHT 

AMENDMENT AND RESPONSE UNDER 37 CFR 1.111 


THE HONORABLE COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS AND TRADEMARKS 
Box NO FfE AMENDMENT 
WASHINdTON, DC 20231 


Sir. 


Formal Diawings 

Formal drawings were filed with the application on 4/20/2004. A review of the 
Office Action has failed to uncover whether ttie drawings were acx^epted by the Official 
Draftsman or whether a Form 948 rejection was issued by the Official Draftsman. An 
indication of the status of the drawings is respectfully requested with the next 
communication^ from ttie Patent Office. 
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qaim History 

The fedminer rejected claims 1.3. 6. 14-18 under 35 U.S.C. § 102 as being 
anticipated by Hsu. The Examiner rejected claims 2. 8. 9-11 under 35 U.S.C. § 103 over 
Hsu in view of Nakamura et al. The Examiner rejected claims 2. 8. 9-1 1 under 35 U.S.C. § 
103 over Hsu in vievtf of Nalomura et al. 


Status 

Ndcteims have been added or cancelled. 

fAnn^ Ql^ ^rtv Defined 

The dalms in this application have been revised to voluntarily further clarify 
Applicants unkjue invention. Applicant maintains that the claims as filed were patentable 
over the art of record. However, to expedite issuance of this application. leconslderatiQn of 
the claims in light of the amendments and for the following reasons is respectfully 

■ • ' . ' 

requesteid. 
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35U.S.e.S1d2 

The Examiner rejected daims 1.3, 5, 14-18 under 35 U.S.C* § 102 as being 
anticipated by Hsu. This rejection is respectfully traversed. The light of the current 
Invention is specifically made of acrylic. The reason for this is that it has been discovered 
by the Applicant to have the properties of excellent strength, light weight, and can be very 
strong arid reliable. Additionally, It has favorable light transmission qualities and is fairly 
light weight The properties make acrylic an ideal choice for a work light or utility light. 
ComtMned with the LEDs, it additionally has the properties of be nearly unbreakable when 
dropped, and with caps sealing each end, can be used in damp environments witiiout 
shorting out, and because of the sealed electrical components can be used where sparks 
form electrical components could cause a fire hazard. 

hlsu nowhere suggests or anticipates the use of acrylic. Hsu merely says in column 
3, lines 33^ that the transparent rod can be made of ''plastic and/or glass, showing that 
breakage was not a concern of Hsu. There is no suggestion in Hsu for providing the high 
strength acrylic of the present invention. For at least this reason, the claims shouM be 
allowable over the art of record. 

While Nakamura et al. shows a acrylic guide, it is neither hollow nor capped at 
either end. 
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35U.S.G,$103 

THe Examiner rejected claims 2. 8, 9-1 1 under 35 U.S.C. § 103 over Hsu in view of 
Nakamura et al. The Examiner rejected claims 2, 8, 9-1 1 under 35 U.S.C § 103 over Hsu 
in view of Nakamura et al. As describe above, Nakamura et aL does not cure the 
deficiency of Hsu. Further, a central purpose of having a hollow acrylic light as claimed in 
claims 6 and 7 is to have LED lights on either end that are sealed within the hollow acrylic 
to. provide strength and to provide isolation of the electrical components from the 
environment. This Is more than a mere "duplication of parts" because the means 
necessary to achieve the functionality of the light cannont be achieved merely by providing 
''more" parts but only by providing the holtow tube through which the parts are electrically 
isolated from the environment provkling a result beyond merely accumulation of parts. For 
at least these reasons^ the claims should be aitowed over the art of record. 
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Summary - 

Applicanits have made a diligent and bona fide effort to answer each and every 
ground for rejection or objection to the specrfication including the claims and to place the 
application in condition for final disposition. Reconsideration and further examination is 
respectfully requested, and for the foregoing reasons, Applicant respectfully submits that 
this application Is in condition to be passed to issue and such action rs earnestly solicited. 
However, should there remain unresolved issues that require adverse action, it is 
respectfully requested that the Examiner telephone Robert N. Blackmon, Applicants' 
Attorney at 703-684-5633 to satisfactorily conclude the prosecution of this application. 


Dated: June 16» 2005 
Respectfully submitted, 


Merek. Blackmon & Voorhees. LLC 



673 Washington St, Reg. No. 39494 

Alexandria, Virginia 22314 Attorney/Agent for Applicant(s) 

Tel. 703-684-5633 

Fax. 703^684^7 

EHTiail:;RNB@ BlackmonLaw.com 
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